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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: After Final filed 4/28/2005. 

2. Claims 1, 4-14, 17-27, 30-40 and 43-52 are pending. Claims 1, 14, 27 and 40 are 
independent claims and claims 2, 3, 15, 16, 28, 29, 41 and 42 have been cancelled. 

3. Final rejection has been withdrawn and this action has been made Non-Final 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 4-14, 17-27, 30-40 and 43-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abjanic as applied to claims 1, 14, 27 and 40, in view of Shafer U.S. 
Patent Pub No. 2002/0198974 Al filed 5/31/2001. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Abjanic discloses a network interface configured for 
receiving the received message from a source node, and forwarding the received message to a 
destination node, via an open protocol network, according to selected application operations 
(Abjanic Col 2 Lines 65-67 Col 3 Lines 1-9 and Col 10 Lines 46-55); an extensible markup 
language (XML) parser configured for parsing XML tags from a portion of the received 
message, the XML tags specifying prescribed attributes (Abjanic Col 12 Lines 20-39 and Col 11 
Lines 25-32); and an application resource configured for interpreting the prescribed attributes 
from the XML tags based on runtime execution of the application resource, the application 
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resource initiating the selected application operations for routing the received message to the 
destination node (Abjanic Col 3 Lines 2-22). Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource 
is configured for interpreting the prescribed attributes based on retrieval of prescribed syntax 
and semantics information. (Abjanic Col 4 Lines 10-12 Col 4 Lines 61-67 and Col 5 Lines 1-8) 

Abjanic does not specifically disclose further comprising a vocabulary library having 
vocabulary modules, each specifying the prescribed syntax and semantics information for a 
corresponding group of XML tags, the application resource configured for retrieving the 
prescribed syntax and semantics information from a selected one of the vocabulary modules 
based on parsing a first XML tag specifying the corresponding one vocabulary module. 
However, Shafer mentions a render library that contains style sheets, object definition language 
(ODL) files necessary to render XML output (Shafer Para 0050 and 0053). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply Shafer to Abjanic, providing Abjanic the 
benefit of having a render language library for the client application to access for rendering 
support and to render outputs based on the contents of XML style sheets and ODL files as taught 
by Shafer Paragraph 0053. 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for accessing, as one of the selected application operations, prescribed attribute 
information from a server providing information services via the open protocol network, the 
prescribed attribute information used for routing the received message. (Abjanic Col 2 Lines 65- 
67 and Col 3 Lines 1-9) 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource 
accesses application services information as the prescribed attribute information based on 
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parsing an XML tag specifying an application services requirement (Abjanic Col 3 Lines 2-22 
and Col 6 Lines 39-49) 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Abjanic discloses wherein the application services 
information specifies quality of service information, the router configured for routing the 
received message based on the quality of service information. (Abjanic Col 4 Lines 1-12 i.e. 
provide different levels of service) 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for accessing destination information based on parsing an XML tag specifying a 
destination requirement (Abjanic Col 8 Lines 53-67 and Col 8 Lines 1-10 i.e. directs messages 
to the appropriate destination) 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Abjanic discloses wherein the open protocol network is 
an Internet Protocol network. (Abjanic Col 9 Lines 35-49 i.e. IP) 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for selecting the destination node based on correlating the destination information 
with the quality of service information. (Abjanic Col 9 Lines 56-67 i.e. destination processing 
node and Col 4 Lines 1-12 i.e. provide different levels of service) 

In regard to dependent claim 10, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for accessing security information from the server based on parsing an XML tag 
specifying a security requirement, the application resource configured for selectively routing the 
received message based on the accessed security information. (Abjanic Col 9 Lines 56-67 Col 10 
Lines 1-20 i.e. security accelerator for messages) 
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In regard to dependent claim 11, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for accessing destination information based on parsing an XML tag specifying a 
destination requirement (Abjanic Col 12 Lines 20-39 and Col 11 Lines 25-32), the destination 
information specifying multiple destination nodes (Abjanic Col 6 Lines 63-67 and Col 7 Lines 1- 
12 i.e. multiple matches for messages to be forwarded), the application resource configured for 
selectively routing the received message to authorized ones of the destination nodes based on the 
accessed security information. (Abjanic Col 9 Lines 56-67 Col 10 Lines 1-20 i.e. security 
accelerator for messages) 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Abjanic discloses wherein the application resource is 
configured for accessing destination information based on parsing an XML tag specifying a 
document type (Abjanic Col 12 Lines 20-39 and Col 11 Lines 25-32), wherein the prescribed 
syntax and semantics information specifies respective destinations for respective document types 
(Abjanic Col 4 Lines 10-12 Col 4 Lines 61-67 and Col 5 Lines 1-8), the application resource 
configured for determining the destination node based on the destination information and the 
document type, (Abjanic Col 3 Lines 2-22) 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Abjanic discloses wherein the application is 
configured for retrieving quality of service information for available destinations, the router 
configured for determining the destination node based on the received quality of service 
information and the document type. (Abjanic Col 4 Lines 1-12 i.e. provide different levels of 
service and Col 3 Lines 2-22) 

In regard to dependent claim 14, Abjanic discloses receiving the received message 
from a source node via an open protocol network (Abjanic Col 2 Lines 65-67 Col 3 Lines 1-9 
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and Col 10 Lines 46-55); parsing XML tags from a portion of the received message, the XML 
tags specifying prescribed attributes (Abjanic Col 12 Lines 20-39 and Col 11 Lines 25-32); 
initiating selected application operations for routing the received message based on interpreting 
the prescribed attributes from the XML tags according to runtime execution of an application 
resource; and selectively outputting the received message to a destination node based on the 
selected application operations, wherein the method is conducted be the router, (Abjanic Col 3 
Lines 2-22 and Abjanic Col 2 Lines 65-67 Col 3 Lines 1-9) Abjanic discloses wherein the 
application resource is configured for interpreting the prescribed attributes based on retrieval of 
prescribed syntax and semantics information. (Abjanic Col 4 Lines 10-12 Col 4 Lines 61-67 and 
Col 5 Lines 1-8) 

Abjanic does not specifically disclose further comprising a vocabulary library having 
vocabulary modules, each specifying the prescribed syntax and semantics information for a 
corresponding group of XML tags, the application resource configured for retrieving the 
prescribed syntax and semantics information from a selected one of the vocabulary modules 
based on parsing a first XML tag specifying the corresponding one vocabulary module. 
However, Shafer mentions a render library that contains style sheets, object definition language 
(ODL) files necessary to render XML output (Shafer Para 0050 and 0053). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply Shafer to Abjanic, providing Abjanic the 
benefit of having a render language library for the client application to access for rendering 
support and to render outputs based on the contents of XML style sheets and ODL files as taught 
by Shafer Paragraph 0053. 
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In regard to dependent claims 15, 28 and 41, claims 15, 28 and 41 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 2 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 16, 29 and 42, claims 16, 29 and 42 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 3 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 17, 30 and 43, claims 17, 30 and 43 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 4 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 18, 31 and 44, claims 18, 31 and 44 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 5 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 19, 32 and 45, claims 19, 32 and 45 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 6 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 20, 33 and 46, claims 20, 33 and 46 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 7 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 21, 34 and 47, claims 21, 34 and 47 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 8 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 22, 35 and 48, claims 22, 35 and 48 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 9 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 23, 36 and 49, claims 23, 36 and 49 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 10 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 24, 37 and 50, claims 24, 37 and 50 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 1 1 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 25, 38 and 51, claims 25, 38 and 51 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 12 and are rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claims 26, 39 and 52, claims 26, 39 and 52 reflect similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 13 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 27 and 40, claims 27 and 40 reflect similar subject 
matter claimed in claim 14 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4-14, 17-27, 30-40 and 43-52 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant argues that the limitations of claims 3, 16, 29 and 42 are not disclosed by 
Abjanic (Page 12 Para 4-6). The examiner agrees, however, Shafer mentions a render library that 
contains style sheets, object definition language (ODL) files necessary to render XML output 
(Shafer Para 0050 and 0053). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
apply Shafer to Abjanic, providing Abjanic the benefit of having a render language library for 
the client application to access for rendering support and to render outputs based on the contents 
of XML style sheets and ODL files as taught by Shafer Paragraph 0053. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Londra C Burge whose telephone number is (571) 272-4122. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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5/24/05 
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